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& crowded house to-day witnessed a very dull and
tin Id terenting spectacle. The announcement that the
Humming up was to begin at the opening of the court
attracted the gayest, best dressed and best looking
assemblage since the commencement of the memorableImpeachment trial. The galleries were resplendentwith ladies in the most gorgeous of costames,and the gentlemen present displayed their
flnery in a degree little below that of the lair sex.
c Hie first part of tlio proceedings was taken up
with a discussion about speaking.that is, allowing
Managers and counsel a better chance for display
and a finer opportunity for handing themselves
down to posterity than would be had under the
rtgor of Rule 21. A variety of propositions looking
to this end were offered and rejected, but finally one

introduced by Mr. Trumbull, and granting both
idea the widest possible latitude in the speaking

line, was adopted. By this all the Managers and all
the President's counsel are permitted to speak
to their heart's content, each and every
one of them being guaranteed the right to file
or speak arguments for or against impeachment.
The trial, conseauentlv. will not be over so soon as

anticipated, and may drag along until the end of
next week Instead of terminating 011 Monday next,
as was confidently predicted a few days ago.
Messrs. Logan, Stevens, Williams, Wilson, Nelson
and Groesbeck, as well as Messrs. Stanbcry and
Evarts, may avail themselves of the liberality of the
Senate and speak their pieces as briefly or as fully as

they list.
Should Mr. Stanbery's illness continue so as to

prevent him from delivering the closing argument,
H is probable Mr. Evarts will be assigned the post of
honor and will close the addresses on behalf of the
defence. Under this new arrangement Judge Nelson
will follow Mr. Boutwell.
The argument of Manager Bout well to-day fell very

Oaf upon his audience. He commenced to read it at
ten minutes to one and concluded at four o'clock.
The honorable Manager proved scarcely a better
reader than Mr. Butler. Half an hour after his openingSenators showed unmistakable evidence of drowsinessor other lack of attention, the only oue displayingthe slightest interest being the venerable
Ben Wade, of Ohio, whose anxiety for the result
had doubtless much to do with the activity of
his nntteji i»nil nnrtpnlnra Iini-inrr <hr> .ini;imm .r

Mr. Boutwell's speech the galleries were rustling,
OUkative, and generally noisy and busy eyeing each
other through telescopic media. The ladies used
their glares as much as they would have done In the
theatre or opera house, and carried o.i telescopic flirtationswith refreshing coolness. Indeed, since the
commencement of the trial the Senate galleries have
afforded a better field for this kind of coquetry than
either the churches or the theatres.
During the intervals of his Illness Mr. Stanl>ery has

Iron time to time, by leave of his physician, dictated
to bto eeretary positions and points which he had In
contemplation for his speech on the impeachment
trial. As there is some doubt whether he will be
able personally to appear berore the Senate, his argumentwill be filed. Mr. Stanbery's health Is much
Improved to-day.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE CWItf.
Twentieth Dny.

WASI1INUTON, April 2-J, lf«8.

^he court was opened with the usual formalities
at eleven o'clock. The Chief Justice stated the first
business in order to l>e the consideration of the followingorder offered by Senator Sumner:.
Ordered, That the Managers on the part, of the

House of Representatives and the counsel for the
responding have leave to file writ ten <>r printed argumentsbefore the oral argument commences.
Senator Vicekks offered an amendment, proposing

to allow such of the Managers as are not authorized
to speak to file written or printed arguments or
make oral addresses, and the counsel of the Presidentto alternate with them In so doing.
Mr. Curtis.Mr. Chief Justice, it may have some

bearing upon the decision of this proposition if 1
state wnat I am authorized to state : that the counsel
Ibr tfee President. Mr. Stanbery's indisposition is such
that it will t»e Impracticable for him to take any furtherpart, in the proceedings. The substitute was

agreed to by the following vote:.
Yeas.Senators Buekalew, Cragln. Davis, Doollttle,

Edmuntis. Fessenden. Fowler, Frelinghuysen, (irlmes,
Hendricks, Johnson, McCreery, Morrill" of Me., Morton,Norton, Patterson of N. 11., Patterson of Tenn.,
Saulsbury, Sprague, Tipton. Trumbull, Van Winkle,
Vlclters, Wllley, Wilson and Yates.28.
Nats.Senators Cameron, Cattell, Chandler, Conmess,Corbett, Drake, Kerry, Henderson, Howard,

Howe, Morgan, Morrill of Vt., Pomero.v, Kainsey,Rose, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, Thayer and Williams.20.
The question recurring on the order as amended it
«H iun uy iuc loiiuwmg vote:.

Yrah.Senators Buckalew, Cragin, Davis, ile.
Fowler, Hendricks. Johnson, McCreery, Morton, Norton,Patterson of N. 11., Patterson of Tenn., Saulsbary,Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Vick®rs,WUley, Wilson and Yates.'21.
Nats.Senators Cameron, Cattell, Chandler,

OonneHM, Cori>ett, Drake. Kdmnnds, Kerry, Kessenden,Prelinghuysen, (irimes, Henderson. Howard,
Howe, Morgan, .Morrill of Me., Morrill of Vt., Poraeroy,RamHoy, Unas, Sherman. Sprague, Stewart.
Thayer, Van Winkle and Williams.-'0.

Mr. stkvens.Mr. President, I desire to make an

inquiry, and that Is, whether therein any impropriety
In Uie Managers publishing short arguments. After
the motion made here on Saturday some few
f as, I among the rest, commenced to write
onta short argnment, which I cxpe<t to finish by tonight,and which, if the tlrst order bad passed, I
should have filed. I do not know that there Is any
impropriety in it except that It will not go Into the
proceedings. I do not like to do anything improper,
and hence I make the Inquiry.
Henator Fkkky. Mr. Presldeent. i would Inquire

whether It would be in order to move the original
order, on which we have taken no vote f
The Ciiikv JrsTtCK.It would not, n« the Chief

Justice understands the matter has been disposed of.
The reading of the order «ubmltted by senator

Stewart some days ago was read, as follows:.
That one of the Mananers on the part of the House

be permitted to Tile his printed argument before the
adjournment to-dav, and that after an oral opening

k. «. .» *.! !.«» ronlv /.f An/. .,9 II.
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cMtutiwl another of the President's counsel "hull have
the privilege of tlllntr a written or of making an oral
uddreNx. to be followed by the closing speech of one
of the President's counsel and the Orvt reply of :i

Manager under the existing rule.
The Chirp jt'sticb said that it could i>o considered

by unanimous consent. No objection wras made.
Senator Connrs.s offered the following as a substitute:.
That such of the Managers ami counsel for the

President as ina.v choose to do so have leave to tile
their argument on or before Friday. April 24.
Senator svmner.'That Is right.
Senator Buckalkw moved to lay the order and

amendment on the table, which was rejected withenta division. ,

Senator Con new' amendment was rejected by the
following vote:.
Ybas.Sennl.irs Cameron, Cattell. Chandler, Conkling,Conness, Corliett, Cragln, Drake, Kerry, Henderson,Howard, Morrill of Vt. Patterson' of N. H.,

pnmeroy, Kamscy, Sherman. Stewart, Sumner,
Thayer, Tipton, Wniey, Williams, Wilson and Yates .
94.
Hath.Senator" Anthony, Barard, Bnckalew, Da*»*,UHon, Doollttle, Kdmund*. Feiwcnden, Powler,

Frellnghuysen, Crimes, Hendricks. llowe. Johnson,
JlcOreery, Morgan, Morten, Norton, Patterson of

1
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Tenn., Row*, Sautabnry, Hprague, Trumbull, Van
Winkle and Viekem.».
The question recurred ea the order offered by

Senator Stewart. On motion of Mr. Johnaon it won
amended by striking out the word "one" in the first
line and inserting " two."
Mr. Manager Williams suggested that the order

would leave the matter substantially as it stood before;but as one of the Managers was prepared with
a printed argument, if it was amended so as to allow
them to file written or printed arguluents, it would
be satisfactory.
On motion of Senator Sherman the order was so

modified.
Senator «;kimm Inquired how it would be for the

counsel for respondent, If the printed or written argumentswere filed to-day, to examine them so as to
reply to-morrow morning 1
kpnntnr Howard.It in not n<x><ttwat-v

Senator Corbhtt moved to strike out the word
"another," and insert the word "two" before the
words "of the President's counsel."
Mr. Kvakts.Mr. Chief Justice and Senators, if

you will allow me to say one word ou this question.
As the rule now stands, two of the President's counselare permitted to make oral arguments. By the
amendment, without the modification of Inserting
"two" instead of another, we understand that three
of the President's counsel will be enabled to make or*

arguments to the Senate. That is as many under the
circumstances as we could wish or be enabled to do.
At the suggestion of Mr. Tkuxbull Senator Corbettwithdrew bis amendment.
Mr. Stevkss.Mr. President, this would embarrass

the Managers very much. Would not it do to say
that the Managers and counsel of the President may
ille written or printed arguments between this time
and the meeting of the court to-morrow i That
would relieve us from all the difficulty.

( AiiafAi- rnwpac at inutnn<io hr» cai<1 r\f nnA

of the Managers, moved to amend by striking out the
Words "before the adjournment to-day" and Inserting"before noon to-morrow." Agreed to.
Senator Henderson offered the following substitute:.
Ordered, That all the Managers not delivering oral

arguments may be permitted to llie written argumentsat any time before the 24th inst., anil ttie
counsel of the President not making oral arguments
may tile written arguments at any time before eleven
o'clock ou Monday, the 27th Inst.
Senator Thayer moved to lay the whole subject on

the table. Rejected by 13 to 37.
Mr. Nelson, of counsel, said he liad felt an Irresistiblerepugnance to say anything to the Senate on this

subject. He was averse to ailUresslng an unwilling
audience, the Senate having indicated by a rule
that they were unwilling to allow any further argument.Three of the President's counsel, by consent
of the rest, had assumed the direction of the
case, and to them had been committed the
task of arguiug it. As the probabilities
were now, however, it was not likely that Mr. Stanberywould be able to make the Una! argument, and he
(Mr. Nelson) would auk permission to address the
Senate on behalf of the President He thought the
rule should be so enlarged as to allow the privilege
to all the President's counsel who chose to exercise
it. I'nder tlie circumstances they hail not prepared
written arguments, and it was too l ite now to do so.
lie was prepared from memoranda, however, to
make an oral argument, and hoped he
would be allowed to do so. lie had lived
too long to be animated by any spirit
of idle vanity. In making the request he was aware
that sometimes more was gained by silence than
by speech. He was satisfied that the President de-
sired that the case should be argued by all the conn-
sel. He had no objection that the same privilege
should be extended to all the Managers. lu the case
of the impeachment of Judge Chase six Managers
and Ave counsel were heard. He trusted that in
such a momentous case no limit would be placed on
the argument.
Senator Howard inquired whether the proper

construction of the amendment or the Senator from
Missouri (Henderson) would not leave the door open
and repeat the twcnty-Urst rule; in short, whether it
wnuirt not allow all the counsel on the part of
the accuwi'i; the Managers, should they see
fit, to make oral nrgnments on the final summing
up.
Senator Convkss proposed, in order to make It entirelyclear, to insert In the amendment the words,

"subject to the twenty-first rule." The proposition
was agreed to.
Senator 'Ski'mbuj. moved the fol'owmg as a substitute:.
Ordered, That as many of the Manage** and of the

counsel for the President as desire to do so be permittedto file arguments or to address the Senate
orally.
The substitute was agreed to.yeas 2P, nays 20, as

follows:.
Yeas.Senators Anthony. Buckaiew, Conkllng,

Cragin. ltavis, Hoolittle, Edmunds, Kerry. Frcsseuden.Fowler, (irimes, Henderson, Hendricks, Johnson.McOreery, Morrill of Me., Norton. Patterson of
N. H., Patterson of Tenn., Kamsey, Saulsbury, Sherman,Sprague, Tipton, Willey, Trumbull, Van
Winkle, N ickers and Vates.29.
Nays.Senators Carueron, Catteii, Chandler, Conne«s,Corbett, Dixon, I>rake, Frelinghuysen, Harlan,

Howard, Howe. Morgan, Morrill of Vt. Morton,
ruiuciuj, ntHuii, nimiuu, iiiajci* i»im »u*

llams.'20.
Senator Blxkai.ew moved to amend the sul>stltutet»y adding to it the following words:."But the

concluding oral argument shall be made it.v one Manager,a* provided by the twenty-tirst rule."
Various other amendments were offered and voted

down ; and. finally, after nearly two hours spent in
attempts to settle the question, the substitute offered
by Senator Trumbull, as amended on motion of
Senator Buckalcw, was adopted instead of the originalorder.
Hprfch of Mr. Boutvwll on Itclinlf of the

Prosecution.
Mr. BotnrwiLi. then, at ten minutes i<efore one

o'cloe.k, proceeded to make his argument to the
Senate, as follow:.

Mr. I'kehidknt, Sinatorb.You may now anticipatethe speedy conclusion of your arduous labors.
The importance of thin occasion is due to the unexampledcircumstance that t.he Chief Magistrate of
he principal republic of the world 1b on trial opon
the charge that he ih guilty of htgh crimes and misdemeanorsIn office. The solemnity of this occasion
is due to the circumstance that this trial is a new
test of our public national virtue and also of the
strength and vigor of popular government. The
trial of a great criminal is not an extraordinary
event, even when followed by conviction and the
severest penalty known to the laws. This respondentis not to be deprived of life, lll»erty or property.
The object of thlx proceeding is not the punishment
of the offender, but the safety of the state. An the
(laity life or the wise ami Just magistrate If an examplefor good, cheering, encouraging ami strengtheningall others, so the trial and conviction of a dishonestor sin unfaithful officer is a warning to all
men, and especially to such as occupy places of publictrust. The Issues of record between the House of
Representatives and Andrew Johnson, President of
the rnited States, arc technical and limited. We have
met the issues, and, as we believe, maintained the
cause of the House of Representatives by evidence
direct, clear and conclusive. Those Issues require
yon to ascertain and declare whether Andrew Johnson,President of the United States, is guilty of high
crimes ami misdemeanors, as set forth in the several
articles of impeachment exhibited against him. and
especially whether he has. violated the laws or the
country In the aiiempt which he made on the 'Jlst of
February last to remove Kdwin M. Stanton from the
office of Secretary forthe Department of War and to
appoint Lorenzo Thomas Secretory of War ml intmm.These arc the issues disclosed by the record.
They appear In the statement to be limited In their
nature and character; but your fin ii action thereon
Involves and settles questions of public policy of
greater magnitude than any considered in I he politicalor Judicial proceedings of the country since the
adoption of the constitution. Mr. Johnson attempts
to defend his conduct in the matter of the removal of
Mr. Stanton by an assertion of "the power at anv
and all times of removing frf,m office all executive
officers for cause to t>e lodged of l>y the President,
alone.'' Tills claim manifestly extends to the officers
of the nrm.v and of the navy, of the civil and the diplomaticservice. in this claim he assumes and demandsfor himself and for all his successorsabsolute control over the vast and

Increasing patronairs of this govern-
menu nils claim hw never been "before
averted, »n<) snrely It ha* never been nanctloned;
nor In there a li* or image which furnishes nny
ground for Justification, even the least. Heretofore
the Senate Mac alwats been confuted in regard to
appointment*, and during the whpIohh of the Menate
It ha* always been consulted In regard u> removals
from nffl<e. The datm now made If snncttnned
strips the Heoat« of all practical power In the premAD'itewmUwpttrvDage «/ olflu), the re vetttM*
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ind expenditure of the eonntry in the hands of the *
'rt-Muoul alone. Who does not see that the power tl
if the Senate to act upon an I confirm a nomination h
b a barren power, as a means of protecting the pub- tl
Ic interests, If tlie person so continued uiajr tie re- a
noved from his office at once without the advice and &
onsent of the Senate? If thin claim shall be con- v
*ded the President Is clothed with power to remove li
very person who refuses to become his instrument, c
in evil-minded President may remove all loyal uud »
latriotic officers from the army, the navy, the civil r
ind the diplomatic service, and nominate only bis u
idherents and friends. None but his friends can re- n
nam ui office; none but his friends can l>e appointed tl
o office. What security remains for the fidelity of ti
irrny and navy? What security for the collection h
if the publio revenues? What accountability C
einatns In any branch of the public ser- o
rieef Every public officer is henceforth a <]
uere dependent upon the Executive. Here- o
ofore the Senate could say to the President yon shall li
tot remove a faithful, honest public officer. This d
lower the Senate nas possessed and exercised for t
icarly eighty years, under and by virtue of express t
luthorlty grunted In the constitution, is this autho- f;
ity to be surrendered? Is this power of the Senate, e
his prerogative we inny almost call It, to tie aban- i
loned? Has the country, has the Senate, In the ex- n
irclso of Its leKislatlve. executive or judicial func- u
ions, fully considered these broader and graver r
ssiies touching and affecting vitally our Institutions t
ind system of government? The House of Kepre- \
lentatives has brought Andrew Johnson, President of t
he United States, to the bar of this august tribunal, t
ind has here charged him with high crimes and mis- c
lemeanora In office. He meets the charge by deny- 1
nir and assaillmr the ancient, undoubted, const it u- 1
ional power* of the Senate. Thin 1m the grave, uailoua),historical, constitutional issue. When you
lecide the issue* of record, which appear narrow
tiKl technical, you decide these greater issues also.
I'lie Managers'011 the part of the House of Reprelentatlves,as time and tlielr abilities may permit, inendto deal with the criminal, and with these his
;rimes, and also toexamine the constitutional powers
jf the President and of the Senate. I shall first inciteyour attention, Senators, to the last mentioned
topics.
rilK CONSTITUTIONAL POWERS OP THE PRFSIPENT.
The Manager then proceeded to consider the characterof the government and especially the distributionof powers and the limitations placed by the constitutionupon the executive, judicial and legislative

Jepartnients. There was, he said, a difference In
ihe phraseology employed, and that the legislative
branch aloue is entrusted with discretionary authority.The llrst section of the first article provides
that "all legislative powers herein grunted shall be
vested in a Congress of the United States which
shall consist of a Senate and House of Represents
lives." The first section of the second article ea.vs
that "the executive power shall be vested in n Presidentof the United States of America;" and the first
section of the third article provides that "the judicialpower of the United Slates shall be vested in
one Supreme Court and such inferior court* as the
Poncress mav from Mine to time nnhiln and estfth-
lish." The words "herein granted," as used in tlie
ilrst section of the first article, arc of themselves a
limit at ion upon the legislative powers of Congress,
but'lie absence of these words In the provision reJiltingto tlie executive and Judicial departments
does not justify the inference that unlimited authorityis conferred upon them. An Examination of the
constitution shows that they have Qo inherent visor
by which, under the constitution, they are enabled
to perforin the functions delegated to them, while
the legislative department, in noticeable contrast, is
clothed wilh authority "to make; all laws which shall
be necessary and proper for carrying into tSsecntlon
the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested
by tills constitution in the government of the I'nlted
Slates or any department thereof."

FULL row Kits VBSTHD IN CONGRESS.
By virtue of this provision the constitution devolvesupon Congress the duty of providing by legislationfor the full execution, not only of the powers

vested in Congress, but also of providing by legislationfor the execution of the powers which by the
constitution are vested in the executive and judicial
departments. The legislative department has
original power derived from the constitution, by
which it ran »< t and keep itself in inotU.n as a branch
ui the government, while the executive and judicial
departments have no self-executing constitutional
capacity, but are constantly dependent upon the
legislative department. Nor does it follow, as might
upon slight attention be assumed, tl.at the executive
power given to the President is an unlimited
power, or that it answers or corresponds
to the power* which have been or may be
exercised by the executive of any other government,
[he President of the ntted States is not endowed
l>y the constitution witli the executive power
which was possessed by Henry VIII. or <}ueen Ku/.abethor by any ruler in any other country or time,
but only with the powers expressly granted to him
liy the constitution, and with such other powers as t
liave been conferred upon him by Congress, for the
purpose of carrying into effect the p-iwers which are
minted to the President by (lie constitution. Hence
It may be asserted that whenever the President attemptsto exercise any power he must. If his right i»e
questioned, find a specific authority in the constitutionor laws. By the constitution he Is f.iinmahderln-Ohlefof the army ami navy; but it Is for Congress
to decide, in the first piece, whether there hall im»
an army or navy, and the President must command
tin- army or navy as it is created by Congress, and
subject, as Is every other onicer of the army or navy,
to such rules and regulations as Congress may from
time to time establish. The President "may require
the otiinioii in writini? of the tirlneiinil ottlcer in each
of the executive departments upon any subject relatingto the duties of tlielr respective ottlces," but the
executive offices (knuetni in created by Congress
and the duties of.each officer are prescribed by i*w.
In tine, the power to set the government in motion
and to keep it in motion is lodged exclusively In
Congress, under the provisions of the constitution.
KKI.ATION* BETWEEN THE PEOl'I.K ANI> CONUKESS.
By our system of government the sovereignty is in

the people of the t inted States, and that sovereigntyis fully expressed In the preamble to the constitution.By the constitution the people have vested
discretionary power.limited. It is true.In the Congressof the United States, while they have denied to
toe executive and judicial departments hii discretionarypower whatever. Afterquotlng the opinions
of the Supreme Court In the case of McCulloch vs.
the State of Maryland, which admitted that the nationallegislature was allowt d discretionary powers
to enable that body to perform its duties in :i manner
iiio-i btseflt isl to the people, it is worth] of remark
that this article of Congress declares thai all legislativepowers stall i>e vested in Congress, while It declaresthat the executive powers shall lie vested In a
President of the United States. The constitution deniesto Congress various powers, as it also docs to
the United States and the States separately, while the
only single instance denied the President is in the
provision to give him authority "to grant reprieves
and pardons for offences against the United States,
except in cases of impeachment.'' The powers of
the President, are specified, while Congress Is vested
with powers of legislation ample for all the necessitiesni national life; necessarily it follows that the
President, acting uud-r the constitution, can exercisethose powers onlj whl< it are spectflcallj conferredupon him, and cirti take nothing by construction,by implication, or by what is soinetimea termed
the necessity or the ca <;.
POWER OK CONMKK8H TO AMEND THE CONSTITTTION.
By a provision ol the constitution authorizing Congress"to make all laws which shall be necesssry and

proper for carrying into execution the foregoing
powers (/. tlve powers given to Congress), and all
other powers vested by this constitution in the
government of the United States, or hi any departmentor ottlcer thereof." Thereby given that l»ody
the capacity to adapt the administration of aflalrs to
the changing condition 01 national life. It is made
the duty of the President to Inform Congress of the
state or the t'nion and recommend to their considerationthe measures he may deem necessary and expedient.Provision is Also made for his co-operation
hi the enactment of laws, and In fact he may be said
to lie governed by the principles which govern a
Judge in a court of law, ami fake the constitution
tad 'iiw m tin \ areandMfminMM themand be novernedstrictly by tliein wltlioui any inquiry. He
may discuwi the constitutionality of existing or pr»>posedlegislation, and may return bills to the two
houses; Imt if Congress by a two third majority of
both houses should pans the Maine, It let then hi* duty
to obey and execute them. Congress may re|*al
an aifoiixlltntK/iial law whhji i- a legislative art,
and the «l< iaration of such by the onrt a judh ml
act.

THE TENIHE OK IICIK E I AW.
II follow, from the authorities already quoted, and

the positions founded thereon, that there lie tio
Inquiry here and now liy this tribunal whether the
act lu question.the act entitled "An act regulating
the tenuroof certain civil oillcea".Is In fact consti
tut.lonal or riot. It was and is the law of the land.
It was enacted by a strict adherence to consltutlonal
forms. It was, and Is, binding upon all the officers
and departments of the government. The Senate,
lor the purpose of deciding whether the respondent
Is innocent or guilty, can enter into no Inquiry a- to
the constitutionality of the act, which it was the
President's diu to execute, and which, upon his
own answer, and by repented official confessions and
admissions, he Intentionally, wilfully, deliberately
lei aside and violate.i.

THE ni TIE" or THE PRESIPF.NT.
If the President, In the discharge of his duty "to

take cure that 'lie laws be faithfully executed.'' may
inquire whether the laws are constitutional, and
execute those only which he believes to lie so, then,
for the purposes of government, his will or opinion
is substituted for the action of the law-making
power, and the government is no longer a
government of laws, but the government of
one man. This Is also true. If, when arraigned,he muv justify by shywing Hint he
has acted upon advice that the law was unconstitutional.Knrther, If the Senate, sitting for the trial of
the President, inn.v Inquire and decide whether the
law is in fnct constitutional, and convict the f'resi-
dent if he tins violated an act believed to tw constitutionaland acquit liltn If the senate think the law
unconstitutional, then the President I* In lad trl« <I
lor his Judgment, to )>e acquitted If In the opinion of
the Senate It was a correct judgment and convicted
II In the opinion of the Senate hi* Judgment w ;h er-
roneoun. This doctrine offends every principle of
justice. His offence In that he Intentionally violated
a law. Knowing its terms and requirements he disregardedthem. With deference I maintain still
further that It Is not the right of an? senator in this
trial to t>e governed by any opinion he may entertainof the conntitutlonnltfy or expediency of the
law In question. For Ihe purposes of this trial the
statute which the PretMent. npon his own confession.has repeatedly violated Is the law of the land.
Ills crime Is that, he Violated the law. It has not
been repealed hy Congress; it has not. been annulled
Pv the Supreme Court; It. stands npon the statute
book as the law. anil for the purposes of this trial It
Ih to lie treated by every Senator as a constitutional
law. Otherwise It follows that the President of the
t nlted Stales, supported by a minority exceeding by
one a third of a«u»u> nay mi aside, d|pregi|fd
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nd violate ill (be lawo of this laud. It la nothing to
bin respondent, it is nothing to this Senate, Bitting
ere as a tribunal to try and Judge thin respondent,
hat the Senators participated in the passage of this
ct, or that the respondent, in the exercise of a contitutlonaipower, returned the bill to the Senate
irlth his objectiouH thereto. The bill Itself is ad bindng,Is as constitutional, is an sacred in the eye of the
onstitution as the bills that were passed in the flrst
esslon of the first Congress. If the President may
efuse to execute a law because In ht« opinion it is
^constitutional, or for the reason that, fn the judgmentof his friends and advisers, it is unctmstltutonal,then he and his successors In office may refuse
o execute any statute the constitutionality of which
as not t>een affirmatively settled by the Supreme
vuri u» vnc v uuru biuu'h. 11 a minority CACi'euiiijjne-thlril of this Senate by one may relieve the Prestlentfrom all responsibility for this violation of hi*
ath of office because they concur with him lit the oplnjnthat this legislation Is either unconstitutional or of
oubtful constitutionality, then there U no securtt> for
he execution of the laws. The constitutional lnjuncionupon the ITesident is to take care that the laws he
mthfully executed; and upon him no power whateverla conferred by the constitution to lnauire
vhether the law that he is charged to execute is or
s not constitutional. The constitutional injunction
tpou you, in your present capacity, is to hold the
espondent faithfully to the execution of the constiutionaltrusts aud duties imposed upon lain. If lie
vtlfully disregards the obligation resting upon him,
o take care that tlie laws be faithfully executed,
hen the constitutional duty imposed upon you u to
onvlct him of the crime of wilfully disregarding the
aw» of the lan< 1 and violating his oath of oftlce. I
ndulge, Henators, in great plainness of sptach, and
tursue a line oi remark which, were the subject less
mportaut or the duty resting upon us less solemn,
should studiously avoid. Hut I sneak with every
celing and sentiment of respect tor this body aud
Ills place of which my nature Is capable. In my
loyhood, from the nailery of the old chamber of the
senate, I looked uot with admiration merely, but
vtth something of awe upon the men of that generaIonwho were then In the seats which you now till,
rime and experience may have inodilled and chasenedthose impressions, but they are not, they cannot
>c, U"IIU|«" . i iivj n in iviiiiiui mill mc n II in me

einains. Hut, witli my emmet Ions of my own duty,
with my convictions of your duty, with my convietonsof the danger, the imminent peril to our oouuryIf you should not render a judgment of guilty
igainst this respondent, i have no alternative but to
ipeak with all the plainness anA directness which
he most earnest convictions of the truth of what 1
ttter can inHpire. Nor can the President prove or
>lead the motive by which he professes to have been
tovernedln in.- violation of the laws of the country.
iVhere a positive specific, duty is imposed upon a
lublic ottlcer his motives cannot he good if lie wllnllyneglects or refuses to discharge Tils duty in the
uuhner in which it is imposed upon him. In other
tfords, it is not possible for a public olllcer, and esjeciallythe President of the united States, who is
inder a special constitutional injunction to discharge
lis duty faithiully, to have any motive except a bad
notlve if he wilfully violates his duty, a judge, to
>e sure, in the exercise of a discretionary power, as
n Imposing a sentence upon a criminal where the
MDIlfaf is not specific, may err m the exercise of
hat discretion and plead properly his good motives
n the discharge of hi» duty. That is, he may say
hat he intended, under the law, to Impose a proper
lenalty; and Inasmuch as that was his intention,
hough all other men may think that the penalty was
ilther Insufficient or excessive, he Is fully justified
>y Ills motives.

THK PRESIDENT'S OATfl.PARPON?.
So the President, having vested in him dlscretlonaJpower la retiiu iI to granting pardons, might, it

irraigned tor the proper exercise of that power in a
articular case, plead and prove Ills good motives,

hithough his action mignt tee universally condemned
is improper ana unwise in that particular cue. lint
he circumstances of this respondent are wholly dlfbrent.The law which, aa ne admits, he has intenlonallyand deliberately violated, was mandatory
ipon him, and left hi his hands no discretion as to
vliether he would, in a given case, execute it or not.
V public officer cairhcithcr plead nor prove good moIvesto refute or control his own admission that he
ins intentionally violated a public law. Take the case
>f the President, id* oath is:."i do solemnly swear
hat will faithfully execute the office of President ol
he United .States, and will to the best of my ability
iriserve, protect and defend the constitution of the
titled States." One of the provisions of that conitituHon is, that the President shall "take
are that the laws be faithfully executed."
n this injunction there are 110 qualifying words,
t is made his duty to take care that the
aws, tie faithfully executed. A law is well delnedto be "a rule laid. set. or established by the
aw-maktng power of the country." it Is of such
ules that the onstltution speaks in this Injanctton
o the President; and In obedicnce to that Injunction,
ind with reference to his duty under his oath to take
are that the laws be faithfully executed, he can
inter lata no imju'ry is to whether those laws are
:xpedieut or constitutional, or otherwise. And iuaxnuchus it is not possible for him, under the constlutlon,to eater lawfully into any snch Inquiry, it is
dike Impossible for liini to plead or to prove that,
laving entered into such Inquiry, which was in Itaeli
inlaw fill, lie was governed by 11 good motive In the
ttott wnirh he reacte d, and in ins action ther»
Umiu. ,H*vlng no right to inquire whether the laws
wi-re «l*|*illent«)r constitutional, or otherwise, if h<
did so Inquire, and 11 upon such Inquiry lie came U
the conclusion that, for any reason, he would no
execute the law according to the terms of the law
then lie wilfully violated his oath or offlx
and the constitution of the United States
The necessary, the inevitable presumption in law Is
that he acted 111 dci tl>e Influence of had motives it
o doing, and no evidence can be introduced con
trolling <>r coloring in any degree this necessary pre
sumptlou of the law. Having therefore no right t<
entertain any motive contrary to his constitution!!
obligation to execute the laws he cannot plead lib
motive, luasiniieh uh he can neither piead nor provt
liis motive the presumption of the lnw inuxt remain
hat In violating his oath of office and the const li 11-
i«»n ui Hi' iinni nuin n tic llin i|f'i|« l»V 11 UilU
motive. The magistrate who wilfully breaks the
uwm, lii violation of his oath to execute them, Insulftndoutrages the common sense and (lie coniinon
nature of IiIm countrymen when lie asserts that their
laws art' ho i>a<l that they deserve to lie broken. This
is the language of a defiant usurper, or of a man
who has surrendered himself to tte counsel
iml eonttol ot the enemies of his country.
If a ('resident, i»cilevinjr a law unconstitutional,
refuse to execute It then all your Ihwh are dependent
in the opinion of the Executive, and consequcnly
he laws are to tie executed only an the President
jelieves in them. This respondent avers that hie
jliject in violating i he Tenure of«Mtlee act was to obtainttie opinion of the Supreme Court, thus vlonlintra law for the purpose of ascertain I ii(f whetliei
tie could do so with impunity or not. if a prlvatr
:itl/en violate the law lie does so at his peril, so does
the I'resldent, Vice President or any other civil
itllcer; and this is the responsiliility the respondent
lias Incurred. The President.'!! conduct has been anlacious,and, if allowed to pursue the same without
interruption, he could, In a single day of his ottlcial
Ife, raise questions which could not be disposed ol
'or years, fn the numerous instances of the sus|ien
uoll of ofllriais he showisl no desire to contest tht
otistitutionaliiy of the Tenure of office law. Il<
ould have tested the cam- of Mr. Stanton l»y a writ
if quo warranto; luit he shrinks from It. Ills olijecl
was to seize the ottlces of the government for purposesof corruption, and by their influence lo enable
liiui to reconstruct the Union lu the interest of the
reliellious States.

TH K POWKH OF It FtMOV A I..
I'pon 1 lie i»iemi«4-M airmail* laid down it Ik deal

hatthe power of removul from ofllM I* BOtVWtM
n the President alone, but only in the President bj
ind with the advice hikI consent of the Senate. A|>
ilvInK the provision of the constitution already citeil
o'thc condition of affairs existing at tlie time thf
tovei nrnent was orjrani/.ed. we And that the courst
juriiui'il by the llrst romrrep* arid hy the flrsi Prenl
lent wax the Imtviiaiilc result of the operation ol
his provision of tin-oivaiiu- law. In tin- Urn! in
Khm^nimI omMti <i< |hirtamii were mih
Ished hy HctH of Conirresii, and In those departments

of various grades wen: rreatml. The conduct
if foreign affairs required the appointment of am

i«>rv. ministers and conmils, and consequently
those necessary otllces were established l»y law. Tin
I'rcKident, in conformity with tliln provision «>i the
onatitntloa, mtc DomloftttoiM to Um gwm 01
irrsons to 'III the varloiiH oillces so established,
l'tiose nomination*" Vtn COiaMtWl and MtM
tpon hy the Menate, and when contlnncd hy tin
ifiiatc tin person* ho nominated were appointed
411 antltOliKfid t>v eomijilssions under the hand Ol
he President to enter upon the discharge of theli
espectlve duties. In the nature of the cum
i was not possible for the President, durlnu
t session of the Senate, to assign t<
luty lu .nir of the oith-ex so created any person who
i;ul not Irt'fn by linn nominated to the Senate and liv
hat body confirmed, and there is no evidence that
mi ll an attempt »a< made. The persons thus nomtlatedand confirmed were in their ix-iiles under the
.miMliution. and hy virtue or the concurrent action
>r the President and the Senate. There Is not to lie
oulid m the constitution any provision contemplatngthe removal of such persons from office. Hut Intsinuih a* It Is essential to the proper admlniatraIonof atTalr* that there should lie a power of re.
iiov.il, and Inasmuch as the power <>i nomination
ind rontlrination vested hi the President anil in the
».*tiat< M acontinuing power, not exhausted either
v a ~lIlLTl* I'\erel»e or in a rnnavituil in r.

'erence To a particular oitlre. it follow* legitimately
mil properly that the President might at in.v time
vmilnatc t-> the Senate a pei son to illi a particular
>ijir»'. and ilu- Senate in tin* exercise of uh coiistitutonalpow*r could confirm that nomination. tliut the
MTfio no nominated and confirmed would have a
Ijtht to tak« and enjoy the office to which he had
M-i'ii so appointed, and tint* to disposes* the preriousluctiiitient. I> H apparent that no removal
'an be made unless the President takes tin' Itiltiaive.ami1 Irance the explosion, "removal hy the
I'rettident." Am. by a common and universally
iM i'ifiil/.cil principle of construction, the most rci ent
itatntc in otiliralory and controlling wherever it eonravetiesa pt^-vloiis statute, no a recent commission,
s-med undet an appoin'ment made by and with the
idvlcc and nnscnt of the Senate, snpeoedes a previousappolmmcnt, although made In the «ntnc
nanncr. It is thin appHrem that there if. under and
iv virtue »f the clause of the constitution quoted. no
lower of rctroval vented either In the Pr< Men' or in
lie Senate, nr vn Uoth of thcin together as an Inde>en«lentpower: but It I* rather a consequence "f 'he
viwer of appilntment. And as 'he power of appointnentIs not vested In the President, tmt only 'he
ight to make a nomination, which becomes an apxMntmentorty when the nomination has heen conIrnicdhy the senate, the power of removing a public
nicer canno; he deemed an executive power solely
vlthln the mwnln^ of this provision of the constltnlon.The Minafcr bere quoted opinions c«»ln«-i<lli»n
villi Ms ownfrom the seventy-sixth nutnlter of the
»V«leralM. lie fnrther remarked that when the
>rem<1ent h« made a nomination for a particular
Iiuva, aiMi tb|» feflp jgffit wtimvl

LB SHEET.
Senate, the constitutional power of the President in a
exhausted with reference to thai officer. In relation to ;t

TUB CASK OK UK. STANTON. CI
On the 21st <lay of February last Mr. Stanton was b

aefacto and dr Jure secretary for the Department of f.
War. The President's letter to Mr. Stanton, of that u
date, is evidence of this fact:. l>

.
ExietJTlT* Manbiow, ) e!

_ , Washington, D.C., Keb. jrl, 18MLC n
Sin -By virtue of the power and authority v«*at»<i In me a* K

President by the constitution ami law* of the United State* C(
yon are hereby removed from office a* Secretary for the I)e- /.

partment of War, and your lunction* a* luch will terminate
upon receipt of this communication. si
You will trauatVr to Breirel Major General Thoma*. Adju- e

tant titneral of the army, who ha* till* dav been authorized u
and empowered to act M Secretary of Waru<i ini/rim, all c
record*, book*, paper* and other public property now in your a
cuitody and charge. Keapectfully your*.

ANDREW JOHNSON. e

Hon. Eowin M. Stanton, Washlnuton, D. C.
Tiiis letter Is an admission, not only that Mr. Stun- *

ton was Secretary of War on the 21st of February, ,
1SB8, tmt also that the suspension of that officer of .

the 12th of August, A. D. 1807, whether made under
the Tenure of Office act or not. was abrogated by *

the action of the Senate of the luth of January, is«w, ,
and Unit then Mr. Stanton thereby was restored law- ,
fully to the office of Secretary for the Department ,
or War. On the 2lst day of February the ,
Senate was in session. There was then but f
one constitutional way for the removal of Mr. Stan- ,

ton.a nominal ion by the President to the Senate of ]
a successor and Ids confirmation by that body. The t
President a'tempted to remove Mr. Stanton in a way ,
not known to the constitution, ami iu violation ,
thereof, by ssutng the said order for his removal. Iu ,
the first<ir the articles it is set forth that this order t
was issued "in violation of ihe constitution and of tthe laws of the Cniied states." If we show that he ylias vlo ated the constitution of the I'nited States we tshow also that he has violated his oath of office which t
pledged lilm to support the constitution. Thus is the «
guilt of the President, under the constitution and ^
upon admitted fu.'ts, established beyond a reasonable
doubt, this view is sufficient to justify und require nat your hitt.U i a verdict of guilty under the first artl- .

cle, aiul tins without any reference to the legislation .of Hie country and without reference to the constitu- Jtionulity of the Tenure of Office act or to the question $
whether tlio Secretary of War Is included within its [.provisions or not. But I Intend in the course of my \

argument to deal with all these questions .,f law anil ,to apply the law as it shall appear to the facts proved
or admitted. After referring u> the arguments of the
President's counsel he said:.'The President is us
guilty in contemplation of law as he would have been ,

if Mr. Stiinlon had submitted to his demand und re-
tired from olllce as Secretary for the Department of
War.

FII.LINO VACANCIES IN* OFFICE.
The second article of tho constitution Hays:."The

President shall have power to til! up all vacancies
that may happen during the recess of the Senate, by
granting commissions, which shall expire at the end
of their next session." This clause grants power to
the President which he may exercise, but nothing h.v
construction or implication. If it 09MOMIUy and
proper that provision should he madg for tho suspensionor temporary removal of officers who, In the
recess of the Semite, have proved 10 he Incapable or
dishonest, or who in the Judgment of the President
are disqualified for the further discharge of the duties
of their oillccs, it is clearly a legislative right and
duty, under the el'use of the constitution which
authorizes Congress "to make all laws necessary
to carry into execution the foregoing powers
vested in the government." The arguments
offered show that the President had not the
power during the session of the Senate to
remove the Secretary of War or any other civil
officer. Previous to the passage of the Tenure of
Office act he had removed hundreds of faithful and
patriotic officers, to the great detriment of the
public service, and followed by an Immense loss of
the public revenues. At ii<* time of the passagegofhe act he was so far involved in his mad schemesschemesof ambition and revenge.that it was, in his
view, impossible for him to retrace his steps, lie
consequently determined, by various artifices and
plana, to undermine that law and secure to himself,
in defiance of the will of Confess and of the country,
entire control of tho officers in the civil service and
in the army and the navy. He thus became graduallyinvolved in an unlawful undertaking, frmu
which he could not retreat. In the presence of the
proceedings against lim by the House of Representativeshe had no alternative but to assert that under
the constitution power was vested In the President
exclusively, without the advice and consent of the
Senate, to remove from office every person In the
service <m lilt: country. 111 uir ijiupi'ihc 01 iiiestj (
evils, which were then onl.v partially realized, ilie >

Congress of (he I 'tilled States passed the Tenure of
Office act, us a barrier to their further progress. This
act Mum far has proved ineffectual as a complete
remedy: and now the President, by his answer to the
articles of impeachment, asserts Ills right to violate
It altogether, and by an interpretation of the constitutionwhich is alike hostile to its letter and to the
peace and welfare of the country, he assumes to him-
self absolute and unqualified power over ull the
offices and officers or the country. The removal of
Mr. Stanton, contrary to the constitution and the
laws. Is the particular crime of the President for
which we now demand his conviction. The extent,
the evil character and the dangerous nature of the
claims by which he seeks u< Just If) ins conduct are
controlling considerations, ll.v lils conviction you
purify the government and restore it to Its original
character. By Ills acipilttal you surrender the governmentinto the hands of a usurping and unscrupulousman, who win on all the vast power to now
claims Tor the corruption of every branch of the
public service apd the final overthrow of the public
liberties.

THE OPINIONS or T1IE CABINET.
The President, he went on to say, was not excused

by the fact that he had been advised by the Cabinet,
whose opinions in such ossei were only those of
private Individuals. The Cabinet responded to his requestfor advice pretty much as Polonlus did to
Hamlet, the speaker quoting the portion of the play
thus referred to. The President had said that he was
responsible to Ins Cabinet, tun tliev gme their ;wlvlccto him In fear and trembling. The President
was a man of strong will, of violent passions ami
unlimited ambition, with capacity to employ uicu of
various qualities as instruments of his designs, lie
attacks and destroys all who will not become his
tools, but the military heroes deserved the thanks of
the people for having withstood hl.s blandishments.

TilK CLAIMS OK I'KESIDUNTS.
The speaker then went on to quote precedents and

explain the act of 17H'j. None of the predecessors
of Mr. Johnson, from General Washington to Mr.
Lincoln, although the act of I7sd was in existence
during all that period, had ever ventured t;) claim
that either under that act, or by virtue of the constitution,the President of the l ulled States had
power to remove a civil officer during a session of
the Senate, without Its consent and advice. The
utmost that can Ih: «aid Is, that for the last forty
years It had been the practice of the Executive to
"remove civil officers at pleasure during the recess of
the Senate. While It may be urged that this prac tice,
111 the absence of any direct legislation upon the
subject, had become the common law of the country,
protecting the Executive in a policy corresponding

r to that practice, it Is also true, for stronger reasons,
i hat Mr. Johnson whs bound liv his oalli of otllec to
adhere to the practice of his predecessors !o Other
particulars, none of whom had ever ventured to removea civil officer from his ortlce during the session

t of the Senate and appoint a successor, either permanentor iul interim, and authorize that successor to
enter upon the discharge of the duties of audi ortlce.

THK TENI'RR OF CITIL OFFICES.
After nuoting from the several acts relating to

vacancies, this gentleman said that th« President ami
counsel used great Ingenuity tn tryIfiK to Rive them a
different meaning to what they reall.v bore, and that
the President wan guiltv of misdemeanor in the appointmentof Lorenzo Thomas as Secretary of War
riff Intrrirn, and his guilt Is fully proved and estab,Untied. The liody of the tlrst section of the act rcgnilallngthe tenure of certain civil offices Is In these
words:. i

f Every pemoti holding any civil uttire to wliT h be ha* been
appointed hy and with ihe n'Kt< «- «nd - >f th, .-' ii itr,
and every per*on who shall hereafter In* appointed to any
«uch office, and shall bteniM dnly qualified tn net th'nln, in
and nhall he entitled to hold «u«h office until a mirce»«-,r shall
have lieen In like manner appointed ami duly qualified, ex
cepl an herein otherwise provided.
omitting for the moment to notice the exception, 1

there can i»c no doubt that till* provision would have !
applied to the Secretary of War. and to everv other

f civil officer under the government; nor can there lie
mjt 4ovbt tli*t the removal ol Mr. Stanton during
session of ihe Senate is a misdemeanor by th<> law,
and piinlshalile as under Ihe sixth section of tfce act.
unless the hody of the section rpioted Is so controlled

f by the proviso its to take the Secretary of W ar out of
its grasp. The proviso Is In these words:.
That the Uecrctarlea of St itc, of the Treasury, of War. of

f the Navy, ol* the Interior, the Poitinaater General, and th>>
Attorney General shall hold their offices respeotlvcl, for.ml
during the term of the President by whom they niay 'nave been
appointed. and one mnntb thcrea.ter, subject to rcmu al l>y
ati'l with the advice and content of the Senate. (
H e maintain that Mr. Stanton, as Secretary or

War, was, on the ill day of March, H«7, within and
Included under the language of the proviso, ami was
to hold his ottlce for and during the term of the Presidentliv whom he had been appointed, and one
month thereafter, subject to removal, however, liv
iiixl with ilie advice and consent of the senate. Wo
malnt.Un rhat Mr. rttanton was then holding the office
of secretary of War, f«,r uml In 'he term of President
Lincoln, iiv whom lie had t>eon appointed; Unit tlmt
ti in commenced <>n the 4th of Marc h, 18<V», ami
would en<l on the 4th of March. IW, The « «»n.-ititntioulU'UneH the meaning of the won! "term." When
speaking of the President it says:."Me shall hold
Ins ottlee during the term of four years. ami together
with the Vh e President, chosen for the same term,
he elected a.* follow*.'' Now, then, although the
president flrnt elected may die during hi* term, the
office and the term of the office still remain. llaMmr j
been established hv the constitution It I* not in any
degree dependent upon the Circumstance wheth'-r i

ihe person elected to the term sJiall survlv>> to the «

end or not. It still is a Presidential term. It still H <

in law the term of the President who was elected to t
the office. The \ ice President was chosen at the i

saum tune and elected for the same term. Hut It Is
the term of a different office from that of President.
the term of the office of Vice President. Mr. Johnsouw as elected to the office of Vice President for UlC f
term of four years. Mr. Lincoln was elected to the
office of President for the term of lour years. Mr.
Lincoln died in the second month of his term ami
Mr. Johnson succeeded to the office. It was not »
new office; It was not a new term, lie succeeded to
Mr. Lincoln'* office and for the remainder of Mr.
Lincoln's term of office. He Is serving out. Mr. l.ln-
coin's term as President. The law says that Ihe Sec.
tetarlea shall hold their offices respectively lor and
during, the term of the President bv whom
they may have been appointed. Mr. Lincoln's
term commenced on the 4tu >r March. 1*15. Mr.
Stanton was appointed by Mr. Lincoln; he wan in
office In Mr. Lincoln's term, when the act regulating
the tenure of certain civil officers was passed; and
by the paoviao of that act he wa*entitled to hold that
olllee until one uioutli after the 4th ol March, IStu,
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n«1 with the advice aud consent of the Henate. Tft#
t of March 1, 17W2, romcrning the nuccen8lon, lir

iwe the office of President and Vice PreHl<lent
ecoiue vacant, recognizes the Presidential term oft
jur yean* as the constitutional term. Any one cad
iidiTstand that In case of vacaucy in the office ofl
resident and Vice President, and In cam of a ne«
lecti »n i>y the people, that It would be desirable hi
lake the election for the remainder of the teraiJ
ut tiie act of 1792 recognizes the Impossibility of thlti
i>ur>t» in the section which provide* that the term oi
>ur years for which a President and Vice President
hall be elected (that in, in cuse of a nenfl
Iflctiiin oa atat<iili ahall In all rnapa paitiJ
lence on the 4th day of March next sucJ
eedtng the day on winch Ihe vote of the elector*
hull tiave been given. It Is thus seen that by mil
lection to All a vaeaneythe government would ha
o far clianged In It* practical working that the sum
eipient elections of President, except by an amend*
nent to the constitution, could never again occur In
he years divisible by four, at present, nnd might*
lot answer to the election of members of the Ifouso
>f Representatives, lor the {'residential election*!
night occur In the >e irs not divisible by two, The
Congress of 179v! acted upon the constitutional doc:rlnethat the Presidential term Is four years an»>
cannot be changed by law. On the Jlst of February,]IS6H, while the Senate of the United States was in;
icsslon, Mr. Johnson, in violation of the law.
n'hich, as we have already seen, is in strict
laimonv in this particular with the constitution
md with the practice of every administraIonunder the constitution from the beglnlingof the government.Issued an order for the removalof Mr. Stanton from his ortlce as Secretary foe
lie Department of War. If.howcver.lt be clalme<l
hat the proviso does not apply to the Secretary oB
Var, then he does not come within the only exceploumade In the statute to the general provision lift
he body of the first section already quoted; and Mr.
Itanton having been appointed to oiilce originally by
ml with the advice and consent of the Senate, could
illy be removed by the nomination and appointnentof a successor by and with the advice and con*
ent of the senate. Hence, upon either theory it i*
lain that the President violated the Tenure of Ottlca
ct in the outer which lie issued on the 2lBt day oC
ebruary, A. D. lstts, for the removal of Mr. Stanton
rom the oiilce of Secretary for the Department of
S'ar, the Senate of the United States being then la
esston. After referring to thedetalls of the framing;
f the bill he said the object and effect of the chief
inaliflcatlon of the provision for which tha
louse contended, was to avoid fastening, by"
iperation of law, upon an incoming President;
he cabinet of Ins predecessor, with no means of relevinghimself from them unless the iSenate of tho
Jnlied states was disposed 10 concur In their re-
noval. In short, they were to rotire by operation of
aw at the end of one montli after the expiration of
;he terra of the President by whom they hud been
appointed, and In this particular their tenure of ofleewas distinguished by the proviso, frofn the tenure
t>y which other civil oitlcers ineiuioned In the body
if the section were to hold tiielr oitlees, and their
tenure of olllce Is distinguished in 110 other particular,
rhe strength of the view entertainett by the Managersof the meaning and scope of the Tenure ot
Killce act Is nowhere more satisfactorily doinonstrated!
than in the Inconsistencies of the arguments of the*
President's counsel, after reviewing which he conslndedthis portion of his argument by referring to
the President and asking:.l»id ever audaclly and
duplicity more clearly appear in the excuses of a
criminal 1 ,

what is FM'Krrrn avd wrr vt t« ritovBD.
The speaker declared that the Housiwioes not demandthe conviction of the President unless guilty lu

manner. That he was guilty the speaker was conilleut.and lie could not conceive how any member of
:he tribunal can doubt it. it has been proven that
lie President ordered the removal of Stanton withoutadvice or consent of the Senate: tliar he attemptidto replace Stanton with Thomas, and so on
hrough each of the enisles of impeachment, which
lie speaker declared had been all proven. ,

I'llK COSSPIUACV CIIAIU.C.
In reference t<i Hie charge of conspiracy he sai l

hat the evidence must lie necessarily circumstantial,
r was found that the President was enragedin an unlawful a<t. It Lorenzo Thoimw
>r any other person were found co-operatnttwith him tn the prosecution of such an unnvvfulundertaking an actual conspiracy was
[iroveu. The President's counsel was fearful of admittingthat his order to Thoinns was a military
irder, since his client, wou'd hav e been in such case
table to impeachment for having issued a military
)rder without allowing it to pass through the hands
)f tiie (ieneral of the Army. The admissions and
itaternents of the learned counsel arc to the effect,
in the whole, that the ol der wan not a military order,
nor do we claim that it wan a mlli'ary order, but. It
was a letter addressed to General Thomas, which he
:ould have declined altogether, wiihoiif subjecting
himself to any punishment by a military tribunal.
I'liis in a crucial test ot tlie c'huractcr of the paperwhich he received, and on which he proceeded to
net. Ignorance of the law, according to the olrl
maxim, excuses no man; and whether General
rhoiuas), at the first Interview he had with the I'retfilcnton the lstli of January, 1m;s, or his interview
wltli him on the day when he received the letter of
iippoiutnieut, knew that the I'reside nt was then engagedin an unlawful act Is not material to thin inquiry.The President knew that his purpose win an
uuluwfui one, and he then ami theie induced GeneralThomas to cooperate with Jnm In the prosecutionof the unlawful design. If neneral Thomas wan
iiruuiaiit of tlie Illegal nature of the transaction'
that. fact furnishes no legal <1e ernvj for him,
though morally li iniprlit be an excuse for his conduct,
lint certainly the President, w ho did know the Illegal
nature of the proceeding, cannot excuse himself by
asserting that his coconspirator was at the time Ignorantof the illegal nature «f the business In which
tiiey wore engaged, n being proved that the
respondent was engaged In an unlawful undertaking
in dm attempt to remove Mr. Htunton from the office
of Secretary for the Department or war, that by an
iigreemcnt or understamling bet ween tieueral Thomas
and himself they wen to wwpenta la currying this
purpose into execution, and it l»etiig proved also that
the purpor<c itself was unlawful, ail t lie elements of a
conspiracy are fully established : and it only remains
to examine the testimony in order that the nature of
the conspiracy may more clearly appear, and the
means by which the purpose was to Is- accomplished
may lie more fully understood. The statement of th<»
President in Ins message to the Senate under date ol
lath December, lirtT, discloses the depth of his feeling
mill the Intensity of ills purpose in regard to the removalof Mi. Stanton.

TlIK I'KKSIIIKNT'S CRIMINAL SCHEMES.
The speaker then minutely detailed the events or

thepwi In reference to the War Officer tlte realgnatIon ol Mailt and the successive appointments made
by the President and tlie refusal of the appointee's to
serve. The brightest names, according to ihe speaker'sargument, were shrewdly chosen by the President,in order that they might honor his cause, or
that he might have an aged man. such as lion.
Thomas Kwlng, Sr., iu position.one who wonld be a
tool in his hands or who would in any event lie
ready to vacate the office at a moment's notice. On
the afternoon of tlie 21st he informs his Cabinet that
Stanton Is removed mid liiat Thomas lias possession
of the office. He thefi so believed. Thomas had deceivedor misled him. On the I instant lie had discoveredthat Stanton held on to the place, and that
Knioi v could not tie relied unon for force. What was
now his necessity r .Simply a resort to his old policy.
Ho saw that It was necessary to avoid Impeachment.
If possible, and also to obtain the sanction of the Senateto a nomination which would work th« removal
of Mr. Stanton, and thus he would triumph over hist
enemies and obtain condonation for Ilia crimen of tho
21at of February.a well laid scheme, but destine I
to fall and furnish evidence of his own guilty purposes.with I he office In the possession of Mr. Rwinif,
lie foresaw that for the prosecution of Ids own plans
the place would alwavs lie vacant. Thus has this
artful and criminal man pursued the great purpose of
Ids life. Consider the other circumstances. On tho
1st of .September last (General Emory was appointed
to the command oi the department of Washington.
lie lias exhibited such sterling honesty and vigorous
patriotism in these recent troubles and during th»
i\.ir that lie can bear a reference to his previous
ilstory. He was born in Maryland, and In the earlv
liart of the war the public iiiihd of the North qnesionedhis fidelity to the I'nlon. Ills great services
ind untarnished record during the war are a completelefence against all suspicion; but is It too much to
iflleve that Mr. Johnson entertained tho hope that
ieneral Kmory might be made an Instrument of his
itnhlilou? Nobly has (ieneral Kmory undccelved
ilie President and gained additional renown In the
onutry. In (Ieneral l.oren/o Thomas the President. .

iva-not deceived. Ills complicity In recent unlawfulproceedings justifies the suspicions entertained by
he country in In'il and 1H62 touching his loyalty.
Ihotnasand the President are In accord. They relainas counsel in tin1 nro<ee«flngs Instituted bv
stauton the men retainen by Surratt in his defenco
tgainst the charge of complicity In the
murder of Mr. Lincoln. Is there not In all this
vHtenre of the President's criminal intention t is

not his whole course marked tiy duplicity, deception
mil fraud * "All things are construed against tho
wrong-doer" Is the wise and lust maxim of the law.
Has he not trilled with and deceived the Senate '

Has he not attempted to accomplish an unlawful purposeby disingenuous, tortuous, criminal me,ms"
His criminal Intent l-< 111 his wllfnl violation of the
law. and his criminal Intent is moreover abundantly
proved bv nil the eln umstaDces attending the viola
Hon of the law. Ills final resort for safety was tr»
Hie senate, praying for the confirmation of Mr.
lowing, on the i'lst of February he hoped that Stantonwould yield willingly, or that. Kmory conld be
used to remove hltn. oh the 22d lie knew that Stan
Ion was determined to remain, that Kmory would
tint furnish assistance, that It. was useless to appeal
'o (Irani. He returns to his old plan of tilling the
w ii ofllce by the appointment of a mun who wmiM
field the place at any moment; and n<>>»
ic a'ks you to accept as his Justification an ae
ivhlcti was the last resort of a criminal attempting'''
scape the Judgment due to his crimes. I'pon this

I»*\v III (lie inw HI1<| tno racts, wo <icm irxi a c jmirloooftiierespondent upon article* lour, five, *l»md seven ex»itt>tte<1 against him In the House oftepreseutatlves.
nif rrnros**.The evidence Introduced tendinit to show a com

piracybetween John-«)ii ami rhotuns to getIon of the War Department, tends also, connected
with other fact*, to show the purpose of the President
o ohtatn possession of the Treasury Department.
Bearing In mind his. lalin that he can stipend or re.
move from offlee, without the ail vice and coiisont o(
the Senate, any civil officer, awl hearing in m.ml also
that the present J*ecretaryof the Treasury supports
this claim, and every obstacle to the p<-< salon of t'ie
Treasury Depaiimcnt is removal. There Is no ip .

son to suppose the present WrteUrj of the TrcMiti»
wnuld not yield n cordial support to any scheme
w hich Nr. Johnson might undertake; Imt If the Sec.
retarv should decline to co-operate. It would only i>e
n< cusury lor the President to remote him from office
and place the Treasury Department In the hands of
une of his own creatures. I'pon the appointment of
llnimas as Hecretaiy of War ad interim, the Presi.
Kim .u'l'-vj uot|c« to he giv^i ihei«vf to tbe Sen#..


